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Title 
Protect functionally important ecosystem elements and ecologically significant areas in order to create a 

regionally coherent network 

Submitted by: 
ACTION project WP3 

 

Description of measure 
1. complement the list of currently prioritized conservation features with the key representative 

habitats identified based on function for the ecosystem/provisioning of ecosystem services. 
2. produce an improved map of habitats and species distribution on a regional scale including 

where the habitats would exist under climate scenarios. 
3.  regional scale planning to ensure coherence at the network level Ensure that marine spatial 

plans are based on the ecosystem approach (EBA), recognise the benefits of individual MPAs and 

MPA networks beyond nature protection, and include them as an integral part of the plans. 

Ensure that MSP plans contribute significantly to mitigation of impacts from blue economy 

activities exerted on MPAs, and that marine spatial plans are duly taken into account in more 

detailed sector plans and zoning.  

4. recommendation on how to expand the existing network (designating at least 30% of the Baltic 
Sea as MPAs by latest 2030)  

5. provision broadened national legislation to ensure protection of additional conservation 
features. 

Activity:  
Not applicable 

Pressure: 
Not applicable 

State: 
The measure will contribute to an improvement 1) of a specific element (e.g. species, habitat, substance, 

type of litter) and 2) of a specific feature (e.g. abundance, concentration, amount, population condition)] 

If implemented and properly managed the measure will contribute to the improved state of biodiversity 

in general, as well as specifically to the Baltic sea species abundance and distribution both inside and 

outside the network of protected areas. It will secure higher resilience and provisioning of ecosystem 

services.  
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Extent of impact: 



Impact of this measure would be regional. The measure would  increase both the added value of the 

existing MPA sites and of the network as a whole and the contribution of spatial conservation measures 

towards achieving GES. 

Effectiveness of measure 
The measure would help to  

- update information about key functional elements and habitats that may be common but have 

an important role in sustaining the biodiversity and resilience of the Baltic Sea. 

- mitigate effects of climate change  and would, by increasing coherence of the network, also 

provide flexibility in the face of climate change and its effects on habitats and species 

distribution. 

Cost, cost-effectiveness of measure: 
By using the existing network as a basis and modifying it in order to optimize the effectiveness should 

minimize costs and improve cost effectiveness. Various studies show that effectively managed MPAs lead 

to increases in ecosystem services and therefore are cost-effective (e.g. Sala, Giakoumi, 2018). 

Feasibility: 
The first 3 steps are regionally considered feasible and would build on existing national mapping data 

and modelling methods. They would also bring added value to a number of existing HELCOM processes. 

The designation of the proposed MPA network and changes in national legislation is for national 

implementation, but HELCOM can help support this work and come with recommendations on how to 

carry out these steps, if needed 

Follow-up of measure: 
[Optional: indicate information potential or existing follow-up system for the measure, e.g. indicators, 

monitoring programme] 

Background material: 
A process of appointing additional MPA’s is ongoing in Denmark to fulfil the obligations set by MSFD 

(Edelvang et al., 2017a,b). Denmark also identified gaps in their current network, both in terms of 

coherence and in what habitats and species are protected (Göke et al, 2019). 
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